UFOB INDEX CARD | 


pe PY AL SSeal PORM@252—56 
1. DATE 2. LOCATION 112. CONCLUSIONS 
7 XS hug 56 Woburn, Mass. OC Was Balloon 
| |Q Probably Balloon 
3. DATE-TIME GROUP | 4. TYPE OF OBSERVATION QO Pessibly Balloon 
| 10/0230Z Aur 56  GioundViavel G Ground-Reder |G Wos Aircroft 
| GQ Probably Aircraft 
’ | = D Air Visual O Air-lntercept Radar CG Possibly Aircroft 
5- PHOTOS 6. SOURCE O Woes Zarrepenises 
O Yes oe O Probably Astronomicol 
B No Civilian SX Possibly Astronomical 
7. LENGTH OF O3SERVATION . NUMBE® OF CBJECTS | 9. COURSE 0 EN | 
Relatively 0 insufficient Dcta for Evaluation | 
: * ae One Dia amas O Unknown 
: inety minutes | SAationarr 
tro. BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING 11. COMMENTS 
: comet or dise shaned yellow object. O Ovinion of this Heacquerters is. that 
|} ject wes init ally sichted at 30° el evntion | cause OF sizhting wos possibly a stor 
and 360° azim:th. Motions of object were 1 rt | onaes * throuch an seute termersture 


|}6nec Wicht, up and dame Object cisepresrec in 
(che same location by fading, 0b3 
Wisually ocd throuch binoew.ars 


inve erione shave, sime, col: 

nd ghaticdses Position tend 40 support 
this hypothesis, Uowevery-cisepoesrme 
of the object in -mproxima ely. the same 
lecatiion after-9O minutes, is-not-in 
avreement with th’s hypothesis. Theres=- 
fore, evalustion of “his fesdquerters 
is "noessibly astronomical 


AISOP Form 5 (15 Oct 54) 


fa st > fat le eee r> MOVLONS » | 


an —— 


Case 182, Ipswich, Mass. Aug. 7, 9, 10, 1956-—Mys- 
terious lights were first seen by Edwin Damon and Russeil 
Green Tuesday night. The lights reappveared more bril- 
liantly on Thursday when the skywatchers were joined 
by two more neighbors, Green who wetched till 2:45 a.m. 
Friday said that it was a ball of light, very brigh*. He 
said that it changed shape from a disc to a crescei 
faded away only to return. He described it as moving 


slowly from right to left and up and down. Foilowing 1 
with binoculars Green said that it appeared to have a 


nimbus or colored light around it. Civil Defense said 
that radar had been involved in the sightings and that 
the results were being scrutinized at top heac jue 
the Eastern Air Defense Command. Temperature invér- 
sion was considered as an explanation.* 


